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U.S, EPA Comma3ataon

Revi_ed Draft OU-I RemedialIm,u/'Igatiol Report
Alama P-t

dated September3_1998

_meraI Comments' '

I. EPA has €oDsis_entlymtedonmany occasionsthattheR.emadia!!m,csti_ationmust
€_alua_ ri_kraiderthe rcside.,ti_ _€ scenario_ to determine_ need for a
remedy..E_uating the residentialseens_o in the RIdoes nolnaoe.qsarilyre_l$ in _lea_-
up to residential s_lmctardS.A _emndyms), be an_._itut_onalcon_rbls',_: asa deed
rett_ctlo_, or _na_on such a_t_eatmentorremovalof contamine_. Planed reuseis

. relevam-_o€on_d_r whenevaZusting_m_ediala]tcrr_,i_e_j_ the Feasibility Study _
Report, but is hot_levan_ in determiningwhe_er a si_€-_heu]dbe carded/_o _1_]_S

• Phas=o_t.heCE_CLA pr_t*.

T_©refore,the n_su]t_of theriskassessment fortcaidenfial sc_narlosho_d be presented
in Vo]umc I and_¢]_led m t_e dls=_sie_ for alls_tes,including Sites 1_ and 16. The
v_cula_Ov.smay beinc]udedin an AFF_d_X. The P_ €_rzen$lypre_ent_the reS_l_sof the
residentialuse scc_om'iofor Sites 1_ _d 16 _ Atmchm_t 2 ofAp_ndbt D. This is very
cumbersomefor the reader,as it requirescon,nf_h'_,two _epmetevolume__oPafiy
ev_a_ tl_ site,

2. "Dual tTeckiag"_ notbeen f_r_, imp]emen_t-.8inthis docv.meni__ _hemore
conservativeDTSC3P_gionIX risk estimatesamnet pt_e_ted _loagsi_ theNavy risk
e_flmw_es_ Volume 1, In _d_ifion,the mason for d_.l-_tFking has not been adeqtat_ely
_ldue4, anct_h_readercomes awaywith the impression_ the _ayy riske_lJmates
add_es_EPARegion IX's _n_ems. . .

EPA does not _ur .thattJmNavy €_deulat_on_arebased onEPA H_adquar_rs
guidan_ wi_ tesl_ _ the sell inhal_on pathway. EPA Headq_s _danee b
implementedt_rough_e P.€_ion:.andRegion IX does not _cee w_ththe Navy at
A]am_'_ t,nt.m'pre_.onofF.,.PAH©adquJ_rter_guMan_e. Th_tefore,._ha OUI P,.Imay not
referto the _avy celcu]sfions as EPAH_]uarters calculations, h shouMbe noted that
AIamed__htt is theonly basewhich has €]_ct_dto i_erpret EPA H_dq_rter_ guidance
in thismannc_,All other f.edera]andpfiva_: facilities tnRegion IX t_e regional
methodologyin conductinghumanheath risk ss_ssments.

?-_AsupportsDT$C'_ rlsk est_a_es, "_ L_because ",.heDTSC methodology is
¢onsi_._m'_with the Region IX me_hodolog),_d h is appz_r_s_e_ _ _ me_ _e_t
Stater_xicityva!uei _er_ern_cab wi_hboth _e.de_ and Sta_e_xicity values. EPA ha_

not revicwcd the]Vavy'sfi,_ celculadonsin _ Rev_ed Dm/L ,,
q.,

I
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As ah_ady suited in o_ original comments,RegionIX's pref_re_e is to pre_nt only one
_Ssk_stimBt¢Jnthel_,,_medlalInvestlge_o_P,eport,s,_ AlamedaPc|or. Duat-ua_k_ wa_.
the '_solufio_" _.a_ed for the EnvironmentalBaseLineSurvey(EBS),but w_ had hoped
that Remcdial Invtstlgat[olll_ports would_zcscrltcmlyo11€sot ofriskestimmes.The
dual-traeidt',gapproachiscumbersomeandhasnotFrovidedanybenffittotheNavy,
_gen¢ies_or ¢ommanlty in the EBSProcess. R is in the best interests ot' all pattie, to use
a single risk estlmat_basedon the most conservativemethodology and toxicity values.

EPA wiL_agre€to dual-tracking,i.fthe]q_vy i_ists. However, the pxoseBtatlonof dual
values mug tm fairly, withbo_ ri_k¢dimsl_ presentedside.by-side in Vol_e 1, so that
they em_b¢easily¢ompsnxt.Inthe_em era rignifia_tdifferencein tizetwo_matos,
'_.hea_encieswilluseil_ DTSCrisk¢¢timate_'ormakingdecisions.

3, Thestate_entmatdom¢_€grmmdwattr_€ atAlamedaPoi:_i_iml_obableis_ot
relevanta_ejustifies*ionfornoagtion.Thegroundwaterfit_thefederald_nkionof•
potentialdKnki_gwal_ sot=coand_because of the €l_sifie.ation. needs tOhavedomestic
use evaluated as a potentialexposureptthway (which h_ boe.ndone): Ifihe riskiS
sufficim3tlyhigh, thensome Sonof roraedywill needt_ be put in place; if the ri_k is
suf_cient]y low, thgn a remedyfor groaudwzterisnotnec_sary. ),,'/aki._Bguesses as x6
_e likely use of_¢ gnmmdwatt_in the futuredoesact affect the risk levels or r_
cla_i_c,adon, Itisn,¢_ttdimpossibletOpredicthamanactivityinthefatal.

4. The Executiv=Su_aar_ shouldprovidea read.friendly"snapshot"ofca_ sitewhi_
summatlzcs,perhaps in mbul_ form,the Sources,conceptual_itemodel, human health
ria_¢stimal;e._,(bothDTSC/EPARegion IX madNavy cstimm_, _ologioal risk, COCs,
_md_nyotherirdbrmationthatwouldprovide• goodlyiotm¢ofthesite,

Sp_dfiCCommenu|

L Ezecutlve S-'mmary, P. ES-2_Paragraph 3. The _esu)tsof the DTSC/EPA R©gionIX
HHKA _houldb_ _u_arlz_d, _nadditionto the N_v),_s_. RA_u per the "dual
trackirig"a_eeileriL JJ1addition,the resultsof flee_esidemialusarisk estimatesshould
be s_d andd"._usscd,sinced_isis therelowntoxposurescenariofordeUn-m_ning
if fartheractionisneeded,

Basedo_DTSC/_PARoalon1Xriskesthntar.a,hhn_esitesin OII1(Sit_,7, S,arat1_)
shouldbe_nside_edfor'Y.artheraction,sine©estimate_oftotalri_kexceedtl_ 10E.4.to
10E.6ri.skttaxge.Sigh6 and't6fallwithintheriskr_ge andmaybecomddP.J_rotrink
mangoment with m_¢i©at ju_ifi_gion, TheNavy, u_n_ its own risk eal_natcs, has
ide_tifledonly Site 7f0r fltrtheraction,

2. Chapter & pp. .%2to 5-3, Tb_ section should fully explain the as"regmemnm_hedby
the _g_OioJto"dual track" _e t_skassessment,withEPA goglo11IX _ppor_; the
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DTSC risk _stimatcsforpurposesof de©ision-mekinB.Itisinaccurateto _tatc tha_the
NIvy/I]PA HQ _epte_ent_EPA!'¢dey_iS_ddaac¢with i_€o_ozstion of lePARegion 9
mefliodolo_des,g_ven_hcum_o]v=dd_spu_etegatdiagthe_oi)L,lh_laflonpathway._
_a_=alCon=nemNo.2.

_, Section $.:1,$, p. $-!']. Th_t'_ parzgraphs_'ll'd_iz¢_ uncerlah1_iese_oc_uted _th
_oxi¢ityv_d_¢s,buton_ brieflymentions un_intle_ _ssoaia_eciwith the l_d¢ o_toxicity
vMues, _in_e this tt_ccrtaintyis h_e_a_on fordu_<rockln_,theim!_ctof this
uncen'_ir_yshould be d©s_ribedin grea_erde_/.! (i.e. for which pe_waya/¢bemic_d_w_
ri_ or.His be underestime_ed?).

4, 8eetjon 5.Z4, pg. $_24ud Tables 1_-1end N-3. Ref_en_s in su_rt o_all exposure
. pazarne_¢rsshould be includedinthisreport,together with a discussionof how any
t'aclo_ were inedited or derived_rcmthe litefaV.zrzinformation,_fef_nv¢_ _of the
"li_¢xaturc-derived"biotransfer_tors, site-usefactor, and other exposureparem_,=r_
_oU]dnot b¢ ]o_.d withi_ the docmnent. Thee refereno¢_anddiscusai¢_Shouldappear
in the R! evea if they weresl_eady_¢se_wd in the workplea.

5. Section 5.2.4, pg. $-_4, T_e N_vymust clearlyp_e_entthe proceduret_d for allometdc
con:_:rsionof the Tox|_ity Rdkrenc¢ Valuesdevelopedby the Navy and the U.S. ]BPA
1_gion9Biole_icldT_sh_icalAssisumeeGroup(BTAG).h isno_possibletodctemflne
iftheconversionhasbe©ndonet_amannera_¢pt_bleto_PA'sBioleBiealTechnical
advkoryOmap.OBTAG).

6. 8action _._.4, pp. _-24 to _-_. Forr3ee_t_matio_of HQ_,the a_umpflons ofth_ Rig_
e]_tera re_ep_r's ingestion rateand the low end era nce_or's bo_y weigh[
theo_t_cally p_oduc=_e. mo_1conservative risk _ma_e, However, if the low end
weigh1i_ a_socletedwith_juve.ni]eindividual, the_ the use era high end inse_on rat=i_
i_ely to.be _omplete_ u_x_ali_tie.andowfly oonaervad-v=.WhereHQ_valueagreut_
than Iareencoun_red_theNavy coald best addres__ _rd¢ by carryingtheec_re
hazard quotientanalysis throughthe beginning or"Step3 or'the U8 i_A Supeffund
ecological rlsk a_ess_nani process(US EPA 1997). At the startof S_ep3, hazard
quotien_amay be eeevalua_edus_agmorer=di_ assumptions, A reasonabk appm_h
wouldbew cal_=te_rangeofh_d quotientsN_ayate_y_orjuvenilu and bt_ding
and non-breedinl/adult_usi_ appropriatebodyweights am[expo_r_refactors for each
group.'D.1_€hgzardquotie_ls wouldbe calcuhtcdusiagtheterse of e-,q_oturepoint
colonizationsf_omth_sit_.UsingthisaplZOaelheachcontaminantofo_a_.jmcouMbe
_id_red independently and, fib=low the.critical level, d_oI_ed fi_m further
€omlderafio_.

Site 6
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?. Seetiom6.1.3. The slte conceptufflmode[ shoxtldL,Icludea discussion of the effect, afthe
•sheexpiling on the northernedge of tl_ _eplaae lagoon on _€ srotmdwat_rflow fox Site
&

8, Section 6,1,$,2, Again, the im_pact&ore the sl_eetpiling south of Sfm _ion groundwttor
flow dirc_tiona _d gradient_shouMbe discussedhem,

' 9. S_tion &IA.2 lnd Fig,re 6-1j. The VOC plato€ descriM in thij m_-tionand thow_
onLtt¢f_l_ does not addresstheareadowrlgraclitttto_'the wm_ad, lmintsMI_ tLuk
,,td oil/wm_rs_anttor exea. Siu_e tht_area is a iik,]y so_ ofsolv©nt €ontmmiaation
a_d gro,andwatcrflow in this szca is sot_heear,some follow.up sampling _hould be
conducted downgradient to determln¢ whetherthis arr.a_s • source. The bit of 1,I-DCE
downgradi_ati_ woll M06-0 may be 1beedl_ pf_. plume ori_instin$ fi'om thewe_hp_l
m_a, Have '€on_¢ttt_atioa_M 1,2-D_E decreasedover Xit_? The _,atementis madethat
_W lmve not ingressedtrodther¢fi_mit is unlikely theethereis a conttaui_ source.
However, the _'amem wouJdbe f_r mo_ eomFaling if the coneemtratienswcr_
dec:easL_,

Site 7 .

10. Seetio_ 6.2, first paragraph. The ]eat sea_teno_S,!2Ou]daLgOmentiol__ a e,,srv_fla
operst,_l at Site 7. T_ was r_ottdduringa recentsite visit, during whioh paimedwords
on the_orl_lmt¢,indlcadn_thelocationo_the€_-vas)_,wereobserved._rtaddition, the
_t_ ctme._pt_mlmodel should r.onsiderthec,r wash_sapmentisl sourceo_
€ont._oi_stion.

11. Tsble 6.2b. WhatsedJ.n'lents(e_ opposed to soils) w_e saxapledi_t1994 (CTO 28(_)?

12. F|sure 6.2d. This figure _hOwso_ly twoof the four geol.o#c t_aitsat the site. Pl©es_
consider includingthesecondwaterb_tr_ngz_ntintM fence diagram, as this is
fi¢quent/yru_md m in_ text e_ is¢omaminamd.

13. SesSion _,2,1_4th paragraph. Why was so;l r_move_ _om UST 459;7 pit to s de,_ or"
2 xe_'t?Wasno €o_tm'Mnmionfou.,xibelow this depthor was it an arbttr.ry decidon with

• pos_sib/eeontaniln_tion]¢R,_,pla_?

14. _ection &_.3, _econd peraSr_pb. This paragraphshoed.also describ_ the storm drain
es a potentia.Iexposurepathwayto ecologicalrec_tors LqSeaplane L_oo_.

15. Sectlon_,g._,hlsststedthm_el co_dp_reol'_teto the groundwater_om the maks, In
Seotion6.2.2|t is statedthatgTotmdwat_ris m2.5Io 4 f¢_tbp. Wo_d thismea_
l_m'_of_ome 1_ ate situ_ beneath _e w_tertable? This _ct would modify the ._it¢
_on_pmalmodelsol_¢wbat_nd at,countfor the1",ighleveJs of BTKX seen in the

4



F_[_ ;E_ WEST S6"_ 244 2??4
ll/uel_ I'JKi JL'I:Lt_ r.R.a _J.o i_,l .J_w.Lv u._.n-_vv _.v.**..,._,. 19SB'lI-_E; ;19;_:l #OP=..4 F:._'_j._

q

g_oundwstor samples.

16." S_tion 6,=.5.Z It is.st_ed that _ou_dwater from this site di_r_es to _anoft:site .
dTaiaag¢ditch slong MJdnS_ee| (outsidethe fence Line),which dischzqJos via apmnp
_tion tO _e Bay. S_"fion5.2.g.2do_ _ot ss_ss this pathway for ¢onts,_ated
_'oundWatcr to Oh:Bay when =valuating:_le end u'ans_rt m¢chardsms. PI_© ;ncl=d¢
this pathway in theevaluation, and also ¢vahmtce_ pot©ntialthreats to hmrmnheaRh

• t

andecolog_cld|_.'ceotorsfrom exposureto roilsoxendurewater in the drainage ditch. In

view of the migt_.en Ofconu_._intledgro_mdwaU:rend soil vapor omo no_-Navy ..
Im'_peny,hrcnedmt¢a_ton to rondel _tioa shouldbecnnddsmd.

17. Seesloa 6,2.$,2, paraSraph 6. Tb_statementthathydraulic€otrurfiultlcatimtb_tween the
F_ruz and Ih€ SWBZ i_minimal _ no_borneoutbe_e BT][_ ¢vnt_inilJon ls '
present _nlbe SWBZ (see Section 6.2.6.3). Th_ vrati=algradientis downward bemuse
BTF,_islightertlumwt_r,randwouldnot prefe,_n_tIlysinkto_h¢SWBZ. Remedia*don
of the 8mundwater atthis sits m_ take into'ac_oantthe lack of_m adequatehydr,mli_
barrierI_tw_n:the _ zones.

18. S¢¢tio_ 6.2.S.2 and Flip,re _,2a. The grvundwatex flOWdirectlon show in Figure 6-2R
do¢_not sccmto cor_por_ tOthe flow di_ccl_onsgiven in tJ_ebascwide potentiometdc
surfe_©map (Figtn_2-14d).' Please _mlve andreportthereasonforridsdiscrepancy.

19. Section 6.2.6., p. _-35. T_¢detafor_sd_:isverye}d(soi]vapordamwasco_.e,¢tediv
19917- II is likely fl_ t_dido_adsampling will be needed to select.an appropriate
remedy.

10. See/ion 6.2.6.2 and Sort|on 6.2.1L1. T_ cluster of hi,bleed hits at Site 7 indicates a
rclca_€Ofsomekind. Sinr.€the levels are welt above the levels rtmediated a_Site 15and
16, EPA recommevds performing a sm_ r_movsl set{on to ¢li.minetothe hot spot.

Site S

2L l_igaru 6,3b. _tedrawin_. o_the si_¢coneeptm|l model dora_ot l/tbeJthe pesticide
• smn_ _ed or shOWthe separa*orpIU. PJea._ _cviR 1_0emph,_ t_st pole_thtl

22. Seetlen 6.3.3. Ba_ed on observationsmedc durin/za recent sitevisit, their ar_ two
separatoXpits wh]_n the c0u_yard,noto_e, Please_se m eddress l_o_.ndld
_ontemlnadonfrombethsepamturpits.

23. Section 6.3.6-_ and Se_tte_ 6.3.9.2. ]nclude the _sl line removal in_orm|ttiento give a
bet_r explanstion ofth= _on_m_;namsou,_efor this site in the draft final RI, Inaddition,
show the location of_e fu_lline in _ concept_at site model e_d revise Figure 6-3 to
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include_ _om the_ellin_removalproj_t,

24. Section 6.._.i0. Since theeLI/waterseparatorpit is one lik_Jysom'r.€_f €ontaminmion at
Site 8, itwovJd be useful_ehave groundwaterd_ta_akennear the pit. Also..soil _mplc_
taken direclly beneaththepRwo_Id d_termlnewhetherthis a_mawas an ongoing source
Or DOt,

Sits 1$

2.5. Section 6.4.7.1 and Section 6,4.9,1 and See6ea 6.,L10.2. W_t is the explb,mRto_for
tl_ high laad levels ¢lusrel_doutside thermnhern fenc_kc on the si_? Why was lead
droppedas a.sitespecific€on_aninantfromsollwhe_listingiterIL_tobe consideredin
d_ecmimng risk7 G_voaThatit _ _naide:ed appropriateto eon_ugt a removal action
0n a |urge portion of Sit_ 1__rj_t saoh a l_l_dp_ob]©_ it does notmake sense to say
'thatleadi_nota _rohleminanareaimmediatelyadjacentto theremovalactlon_ea.

26. Seet]nn 6.4,9.1. I_i_ gaWdth_ groua6waterexposurespathways are incomplete for this
site because _he.typesof aetivi_ies_h_ may occur dono_involve domestic groundwnter
use.Thisstatementisi_eorreetintwoways,F_rttly,futu_usest therited_esnot
deten'aineexposun¢ps_ways forgrovaidwaler-the¢rimniefo_grotmdwatcrgla_ifieafon
(i.e, T'S and yield) _ used. Secondly, cxposur_psthway_suchasdcn_ eoma_ end
inhalationareFeint for ¢ons_ucclonworker,oceupa¢ionaland,pcs_bly, reoreational
s_rnarios. Di_ inlo _heg_oundwaterin the couree of constructionwork, using
groundwam_rorirriga_onal0tindustrialpurposes,usingh forartificialponds_ad
fom_minsareallpoWJ_,lJalexposu_p_w_ys _hatexistin additiontO1_os¢presentedby'
domesticu_¢, Pie.arearcvi_et_is _¢CtiOa,

27. $zetioz6.4,pp.6-S$through6,105,Itisnetpossiblemde_ermineif theiv_ti_
s_reening_alaati_nof.theSi_e15soils(withinthedesignatedsiteborders)_mings_md
HQ_isavvt_mbl¢,m lightofCommits 4,'_,and6. However,_beNavy'sapproachto
_e PCB, DDT and le_d contaminationpresent )n _e soil _epr_s©n_dby samples S15-_5
@troughS15-62 is unacceptable. These conmrnimmtsare all bioae_umulafiv_and
mqair_ special axmntlon. TheNavy should¢vaRmt¢_h¢contaminant concet_q_tion_at
these samplingpoints as a sourceof bloarcwnulative €ompound__ both mrresuial
rec.cptor_andmarine_cceptvr_i__,eIv.n_rHarbor.Fm'thermore,_muif sampl_gpoims
$15-_6 through SI_-62 arcbryord the sire bmmdary aridnot relgtcdto 8tte I_ activirles,
€on_ninationatthesel=oin_mm_ beaddressed,saTheseindicateard_ th_ poses a
threatiohumanhealthandtheenvironment
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Attschment . .

' Rts • Re_onse to Navy's "Resolutionto EPA Con_en_t, Dry110U1KItot _edaPoint";
dated.10 St,pz 9S.

Gensral CommenU;

I, Tiffs docm'ncnlreleersto individunlsin many di_',traatways. Exa_p]r._are:Lyr_ Suar,
LS,/_, 3a_ Poli_i, Mr."/oreL_mphal,Sophi_ SophktSerdais repea_dly re,erred iv
by first name only (p. 4 of 4), and is the only l_r_on re.t_nedto in this mmln_. This is
not appropriate+

IIIthe_ _fll_di_duals shouldb_refe_.d to bytint and_ name,, If,_ldi_JO_l
designation5such u "D_.or M_."areused,_heyshoed be t_ed consistently for all
person_lo whom _iT apply.

2. In the _ r¢=pon_e$_0¢oramenlsshouldKr_tstat_thercviewer's ¢omme_ 1i_n give
tireNavy's re_on_e, Th_ L_the proceduretypicallyused, andis farmore _on?/enl=nt
Thanbay{rigto flip betweendocument. To tadlittte t_ ourcommem_:onthe D_aR i
Fir_ OU-} RI _r_ b€i_$ l_nt _leeVroni_al]y,all_ell so by raail.

Lynn Stt_'$ Corant_b !

L The NaVy'szespol_e does notcapt-_¢ th_ agreement_at wt_ _ade durlng*_ 4_9_8
meeting. EPA did -st agreeflint_ residential u=¢_cnado r_nld be included in an
app_ii_ separa_ fro_othe mainbody of_he text. F_r_her,EPA did not agreeto
disr_l_a_dthe residcmisIu_e_cenarioin theeval_atio_ of _ites for wbioh otl_ land_e_
(e.g., :e=_'cadon_l.)hav¢ been planno_ Rather,EPA hm ¢¢asi_tendystatedon mary
v¢_ion, th_ the Remedial lavestiSadon must _valu_e _hk underthe restd_ntit] ase
_¢eJ_srio_ to detem_¢ the l_eed£ora remedy. A remedymay be an insfibJfion=]
_o_tt_]:u¢_._ a deed festal©tim%or an antio_such as tr*atm_ or_mo_al or"
_a_min_. 0_ proposedland _" _enado_ are relevant'whenevaluating remedial
allemstive_ in the Fea_ibLlilyS_Idy (FS) K_poil, but _ notx_levmt in d_texmtning
whethe_a ._i_eslmuld be carried into th_ FS Phase_the CERCLA pro_e_.

Ev_a_tin8 _te redde_tial scenarioin th_ RI does n_t n=r.e_salily_ ill €lelll.+ Iv
residential _t_n&_d_.A _medy will be requir_ if the site is not suitable i_ u_l_ee_
(r_id_n_ial)use. Howrver, theremedyway be e deedrer_rie_ion,_'enci_go_ ot_e_
insti_t_o-_l aontrol. The goal of theremedy will be mutbiiah_ in R_medlal A_ton

Objectives. A rangeofaltematlveremedieswill be _onsJde_d in fieFS Ropvrt.

Nov©tuber6, 199a : I .



Therefore. _e results of the risk smessment forrcsidea_al sccn_|o should be presented
Volume l an_k,_l_d i_ the cllscussionfor allsites, includingSite= 1_ and 16. The

c_¢ula_ionsmaybeinclud_inauApI_ndlX.Th_R_cm-_e_tlypresents the_esu]tsofthe
res_dentiJdusescenario_€orSites.15and16 _ Att_hmeat 2of AppendixD. Tl_sis very
cumberepme :[or_h• reader as it requiresconsultingtwo _eparatevolumes to _lly
eva]_ the _ite.

2, Cx)rwa_r,

._. Althoughwe agreedtopostponeco_sld_afion-ofgrou.dwa_ n_gradonthrough_non_
dmlnsuntiltb_OU4 R._repot,itwouldbe_ efl3dentto_ndde_thes©irnpe_-_sIn
pl_ng the_psk and/orm_lacerner_ofthestormdrains.A Sto_drain8$udyReport
was due on 10/23/98. It r_y lx__cess_7 to accele_aW€onsiderationof ecolog4_
impactsd_a¢_oground:watermigrationin orderto€omple?.e.ly_icw thisreport, In
addffio_, po_tpoBemelRmay holdup mmsfcr ofpmpertywheres.tprzndrsinsneed repair.

4. Co,cur

5. Thisresponsewould bemo_ Completeif_t pointedout flaatfor moat, if notall of ",.b.e
OUI si_es,thesearc only fourqua.-1_rsI_4-958_o_ndwater monkori_g da_ This very
lira,haddatasethal beenSupp_mea_d w_ morereoe,tsa.,npllng.vv_nt_,_t _b¢more
recent damhavenot beenincluded in thi_Remedial InvestigationP,zpo_ These
I_litioval dataShoed Ix:evaluatedpriorto developinga Feas_'biBtyStudy Kcport,as th©y
l¢_ayaffectthe remedyselec1_or..

6. Coacu_
?. Conc_
8. Concur
9. Co_r
!0. ' ConwJr
l 1. Con_w
2. .Concur

13, Co_
14. Co_cxtr

15. Wa_ "koowle.dj_et]u_t_ Navy feebtheA_AILS inthedxL_R1arespecific.Ho_ve_er,
chemioal andlocation-specificAKARs can o_y be d_te.rmme..d_i_rby _te. As already
=tateA,F__Aauoraeyswill _ot review ARA_ untilthey are pr_santedkqthe ]_,slbi]ity
St'_yReporL
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16. . Con_
17. Concur
!8.' Cantor, •

19. It iS._Ot_usua| to ldenI[_ da.tagaps duringL_eFe_lblllty S_dy or RD/RA phues of'the
CI_RCLA,'lr.an-_pl_ocess.TheNe_7s]'_uldb_preparedto conductaddifion_lfield
work if !! is needed for _e JeJectionor de_t_ of remedies.

M_rk.17Wptn/':i.Comm.nts,G.U:NER_

2. Concur
3. Concur
4, Cencur'
5, • C.o=ew

Mark Filipini_ SPECIFIC

I, Concur._
2. Con_:ur
3. C.o.ncur

_' 4, Cor=ur
_, Concur

Ned BLack's Comments

2. Con_"ar
3. Cov'_uz

4. Altl'touSh_,:."m_.ommentsspecificallyaddressthe riska_se_sme_tfor Si_ |4, _ apply
tO_ si_es_iAlamedaPo_t which I_se I_otentialriskto ¢cologh;_dreceptor_(¢.&,_jte
35). Therefore,theN_vy'_ response_othincomments,which e_sentislly de_-.rs
dis_usafcnof the.J_suasto e latertime, is notadequate.

Sophia Serd_'j CommenB

l- This 1"capoteneeds revi_on to accuratelyl_.eet the r_olutionthat WaSreached. First,
EPA doesnot c_ucut Thatthe Navy calculations_€ based oil F._PAHeadquarte_ _._idan_u:
_t_ reSl_:_tOthe soil Inhalationl_ad_w_y.EPA Hea_quarter__midanceis implemented

Novembvr5, ]9_B 3



FI_ '__ b,_-r. _'_o 2._4 2774
11/@@19@ FRr 17:Zl ,I,',A.._.t.Lo "t_-_ .L_S,.¢ uo.r.rn-.-_.. ,.,,.,.,,_.._I_'_o'_Z-_ _.@_@2 #@_4 P._.2,/z_

_1_ ''

ti_ugh th©lLel_im_s,andgeiion IXdoesnotagreewiththeNavyat A}am_a's
i/l_e._retstio_ of F.PA_lezcere guidance, Thcrcd'oz_,the COl _ may no_refer to lh¢
NaVycalcuI_oas asEPAHeedquartersce_culafioas.It shouldbe_otedthatAlameda
POintis thectilyba_ewhichhaselected_v]mez-pfctF.2AHtadquaft_ guidanceintl'ds
meamvr.All _ radial ar_pHvi_t¢faciltfie_inR©giouIXuseregionalmethodologyin
cond,ott_ humeaholflthriskassessments.

S_ond, the resolutionshouldstatethatEPAsupportsDT$C'sriskegimexes.Thisis
becauseRe DT$Cme_odologyis€onsi_temwith_€ RegionIXmethodolog,.€andit ie
_prop_inteto usethemorestringentState_oxicityvaletsforchmz,J.calswithbo',bFederal
_ld Stge *LOXlCitycables. F_PAwillnot be reviewing the NaW'@rt_k caIcl_.Iatton._.

I

Aselneadysta_edinouz oriel co_edlm,RegionIX'sp_eferenceis toIa_seatonlyom
riskestima¢¢inthe1_eanedialhvestig_tionR©pomat_lara©d_point.Dual_r_ckin@wa_
the 'h'e_lutio_" r_achedfO/theEnvironmentalBasdineSurvey(_BS),butwehadhoped
tha_Rern¢_al Inv¢_KaCionReportsw_uldpresentonlyonesetofriskcscin_tes.The
dual tracldng appzoachis ¢m_e._ome sadhemnot provided amybenefit to theNawi,
age_cieebo_commm-fi_yin the g_s ProcesS. l_is in the b¢_tinter_tj of ell pa_€_ to _s¢
asingl_rlsk'estimet¢I_sedonthemo_€onservativemethodologyandtoxi€Ity vulues.

EPAwillagreeto"due]_'acking",if theNavyl_ge. However,thepresentatioaof deal
valuesmustbefairly,withbethriskcstlmatespresentedsiC-by-sidein VoImne1,sothat
th©y_lm I_ e.asL_y¢.ompLred.LntE¢evea_ofa sigaifieentdiffemaeein thetwo_timat¢_,
€h€alge_cieswillusetheDTSCriskcslimate_'or_i_ decisions.

_. c6n_ia
_,. C_n_ur
4. Conc_
_, Ccnt,'ur'
6. Concur
7. Concur .,
8. •Concu_

9, Although we have agreedto acc_t risk es'dma_.sbss©don out-of-date toxicity Yal_©sEor
• e OU1.R.I1_on, weEel©rallysuppor__© conceptofincor!_raKagup-t_-_ _oxtci_
vsdues,as s_n as they aze available,and exp_¢!this Wl}1be rlola©for 103f'utu_ ILl
gcports.

I0, Ccncat
]L Concur
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!2, Con¢t_
l_. Con_tr
] 4, Con_=

15, As aJx©adys!ated,EPA recozr_ead_",her._lculatlonandpresentationOt_OteLlrisk,_vhich
includes bot_ site- andno,-site re]st_ tJ_. Th_ issue_ not yet been resolved,

16. Conch., Howovez,iI woulltl_ u_efulto h_¢lud¢_ sts_mcnt hl _e RI, _olht eHeet_mt :
•.there_J_no_11olo¢_d_onc_rr_i_ OUL

l 7. Co"_ur
is. ' Conch.
19. Con¢_

Novembex6, ]99E



Tetra Tech EM Inc.10670White RockRoad,Suite100• RanchoCordova,CA 95670• (916)852-8300 • FAX (916)852-0307
October 16, 2000

Mr. Lou Ocampo, PE
Remedial Project Manager
Naval Facilities Engineering Command
BRAC Operations, Southwest Division
1230 Columbia Street, Suite 1100

San Diego, California 92132-5190

Subject: Various Correspondence from Regulatory Agencies for inclusion into the
Administrative Record for the Fleet and Industrial Supply Center, Oakland
Alameda Facility/Alameda Annex, or Alameda Point, Alameda, California CLEAN
Contract No. N62474-94-D-7609, Contract Task Order No. 271

Dear Mr. Ocampo:

Per your request enclosed is one copy of the following correspondence for your files:

• DraftOperable Unit (OU)-1 Remedial Investigation(KI) comments from UnitedStatesEnvironmental
Protection Agency (EPA), dated April 10, 1998.

• Draft OU-I RI comments from Department of Toxic Substance Control (DTSC), dated April 15, 1998.
• Revised Draft OU-I RI comments from DTSC, dated November 3, 1998.
• Revised Draft OU-1 RI comments from EPA, dated November 6, 1998.
• EPA Review of Draft Final Marsh Crust Feasibility Study for Alameda Annex and Alameda Naval Air

Station dated February 7, 2000.
• DTSC comments on Draft Final Feasibility Study for the Marsh Crust and Groundwater at the Fleet and

Industrial Supply Center, Oakland Alameda Facility/Alameda Annex and for the Marsh Crust and Former
Subtidal Area at Alameda Point dated February 7, 2000.

• EPA comments on the Action Memorandum for Marsh Crust Time-Critical Removal Actions at East

Housing Area dated March 14, 2000.
• EPA Review of Public Draft Record of Decision/Remedial Action Plan for Marsh Crust and Groundwater

at Alameda Annex and Marsh Crust and Former Subtidal Area at Alameda Point dated July 19, 2000.

Six copies of each correspondence have been forwarded to Ms. Dianne Silva for inclusion into the administrative
record files at Alameda Facility/Alameda Annex or Alameda Point.

If you have any questions, please call me at (916) 853-4512.

Sincerely,

Mark R. Reisig
Project Manager

Enclosure

cc: Ms. Diane Silva, Navy Information Repository (3 copies of each)
File

TC.0271.10613
_ CoNtainsrecycled fiber and is recy¢lal31e



TETRA TECH EM INC.

TRANSMITTAL/DELIVERABLE RECEIPT

Contract No. N62474-94-D-7609 Document Control No. TC. 0271 . 10613

TO: Mr. Richard Selby, Code 02R1 DATE: 10/16/00
Contracting Officer CTO: 0271
Naval Facilities Engineering Command LOCATION:
Southwest Division Alameda Annex, Alameda
1230 Columbia Street, Suite 1100

FROM: San_92_
Dani/I Chow, Program Manager

DOCUMENT TITLE AND DATE:

Various Correspondence from Regulatory Agencies for inclusion into the Administrative Record

for the Fleet and Industrial Supply Center, Oakland Alameda Facility/Alameda Annex, or

Alameda Point, Alameda, California. Dated October 16, 2000 (Thosedocumentsare forwarded
to Ms. Diane Silva for inclusioninto theAlameda Annex or AlamedaPointinformationrepository.)

TYPE: [] Contractual [] Technical [] Other
Deliverable Deliverable

VERSION: Final REVISION #: NA
(e.g.,Draft,DraftFinal,Final)

ADMIN RECORD: Yes [] No [] CATEGORY: Confidential []

SCHEDULED DELIVERY DATE: 10/18/00 ACTUAL DELIVERY DATE: 10/18/00

O = originaltransmittalform
NUMBER OF COPIES SUBMITTED TO NAVY: O/7C/8E C=copy oftransmittalform

E = enclosure

COPIES TO: (IncludeName,NavyMailCode,andNumberofCopies)

NAVY: TtEMI: OTI-IER:

L. Ocampo (06CALO) File/Doe. Control
O/1E 1C/1E

D. Silva (4MG.DS)
6C/6E

_ Date/Time Received
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